STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

Inre Fair Hearing No. 15,904
) g
)
Appeal of )
)
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decision by the Departnent
of Social Wl fare denying her CGeneral Assistance (GA) for
tenporary housing. The issue is whether the petitioner has
an enmergency need within the neani ng of the pertinent

regul ations. The following facts are not in dispute.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner is a single wonan who recei ves SSI
disability payments of $532 a nmonth. She returned to live
in Vernmont in Novenber, 1998. Since returning to Vernont
she has resided in notels while she | ooks for pernanent
housi ng. *

2. The petitioner first applied for GA on February 10,
1999, for help with paying for her notel room The
Department denied the application when it confirmed at that
time that the petitioner was paid up for her roomuntil
February 15, 1999. The Departnment referred the petitioner
to a |l ocal energency shelter for help in finding a pernmanent
residence, and told her that she mght be eligible for GAif

she found such a pl ace.

'The petitioner has been approved for a Section 8 housing
subsi dy once she finds a suitabl e permanent residence.
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3. The petitioner applied for GA again on February 22,
1999. She was still at the notel; and the Depart nent
granted her enough GA benefits to pay for her notel room
until March 1, 1999, when her SSI check would arrive.

4. The petitioner again applied for GA on March 15,
1999. At that tinme she was still at the notel. The
Depart ment deni ed her application because it determ ned that
the petitioner still had noney fromher SSI check to pay for
a few nore days at the notel. The petitioner's appeal of
that decision led to the instant fair hearing.

5. In the nmeantinme, on March 26, 1999, the petitioner
again applied for GA. The petitioner reported at that tine
that the notel where she had been staying had | ocked her out
on March 18. However, the notel inforned the Departnent
that it would refund to the petitioner sone of the roomrent
she had paid in advance. The Departnent granted the
petitioner GA for 7 days of roomrent, but informed her that
if she were unable to secure permanent housing and conti nued
to apply for GA for notel roonms she woul d be expected to use
80 percent of her income toward her roomrent for the next
30 days--until April 24, 1999.

6. At the hearing in this matter, held on April 7,
1999, the petitioner did not dispute that she had been able
to secure notel roons by her own neans, or through
subsequent grants of GA, since the denial of her application

for GA on March 15, 1999. She takes issue with the fact
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that the Departnent is expecting her to apply 80% of her

i ncome toward neeting her own tenporary housing needs. The
petitioner stated she needed extra noney to buy food, bus
fare, and clothing, and that it was an "insult" to her for
t he Departnent not to recogni ze her other needs. However,
despite being advised to do so at the time of her initial
application for GA, it was not until imediately foll ow ng
the hearing that the petitioner applied for Food Stanps.
Assunming she is eligible for Food Stanps, this would | eave
her with over $100 a nmonth to put toward transportati on and

ot her essenti al needs.

ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS

The GA regulations, at WA M > 2600C, provide that
applicants wthout mnor children are eligible for GA only
if their incone in the last 30 days is "bel ow the applicable
ANFC paynent | evel for that size household in simlar Iiving
arrangenent s" unl ess the applicant has exhausted al
avai |l abl e incone and resources and is facing a "catastrophic
situation” as defined by WA M > 2602--i.e., is facing a

court-ordered or constructive eviction "beyond the control”

of the applicant. Al so under > 2606, "all available incone
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and resources nust be exhausted".

The petitioner's income of $532 a nonth is in excess of
t he ANFC paynent standard of $448. The Departnent has
infornmed the petitioner that it will grant GA to help her
secure suitable permanent housing if she can find it.
Assuming she is eligible for food stanps, it does not appear
that the petitioner has any other inordinate expenses for
i medi at e necessities. Under these circunstances, and in
Iight of the above regulations, it cannot be concl uded t hat
the Departnent is being unreasonable to expect her to use
nost of her avail able inconme to neet her inmediate tenporary
housi ng needs. |Inasnuch as the Departnent's actions in this

matter are in accord with the pertinent regul ations the
Board is bound by law to affirm 3 V.S. A > 3091(d) and

Fair Hearing Rule No. 17.
###



